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Description

FIELD

[0001] The present disclosure relates generally to on-
line challenge-response schemes and, more particularly,
to systems and methods that limit access to online re-
sources by verifying browser authenticity through chal-
lenges and responses.

BACKGROUND

[0002] Trust is an asset in web-based interactions. For
example, a user must trust that an entity provides suffi-
cient mechanisms to confirm and protect her identity or
other confidential information in order for the user to feel
comfortable interacting with such entity. Further, an entity
that provides an online resource must be able to block
automated attacks that attempt to gain access to the on-
line resource for malicious purposes. Automated pro-
grams, known as "robots" or "bots", can attempt to gain
access to a web resource. Thus, sophisticated authenti-
cation mechanisms that can discern between a resource
request originating from a human being and a request
generated by a bot are vital tools in ensuring that online
resources are protected from automated attacks and de-
veloping the necessary relationship of trust between a
resource provider and a user.

SUMMARY

[0003] Aspects and advantages of embodiments of the
present disclosure will be set forth in part in the following
description, or may be learned from the description, or
may be learned through practice of the embodiments.
[0004] One aspect of the present disclosure is directed
to a computer-implemented method to screen for unau-
thorized devices. The method includes receiving, by one
or more computing devices, a request from a requesting
device to access a resource. The method further includes
generating, by one or more computing devices, a chal-
lenge for the requesting device. The challenge can in-
clude a first set of data, and the challenge can require a
browser of the requesting device to perform a browser
task with respect to the first set of data to generate a
second set of data. The method also includes providing,
by the one or more computing devices, the challenge to
the requesting device. The method includes receiving,
by the one or more computing devices, a response to the
challenge from the requesting device. The response can
include the second set of data generated by the browser
of the requesting device through performance of the
browser task with respect to the first set of data. The
method also includes determining, by the one or more
computing devices, whether the browser of the request-
ing device is an authorized browser based at least in part
on the second set of data. The method includes deter-
mining, by the one or more computing devices, whether

the requesting device is authorized to access the re-
source based at least in part on whether the browser of
the requesting device is an authorized browser.
[0005] The browser task may comprise execution of a
set of JavaScript instructions. The second set of data
may provide at least an indication of a Document Object
Model of the browser of the requesting device or a hash
of the indication of the Document Object Model of the
browser of the requesting device.
[0006] The browser task may comprise rendering of a
Scalable Vector Graphics image. The second data set
may comprise at least a portion of the rendered image
or a hash of at least the portion of the rendered image.
Determining, by the one or more computing devices,
whether the browser of the requesting device is an au-
thorized browser based at least in part on the second set
of data may comprise comparing the rendered image to
a target image.
[0007] The browser task may comprise performing a
hash function. The second set of data may comprise a
hash value.
[0008] The challenge may be an invisible challenge.
The response may not include human input.
[0009] Determining, by the one or more computing de-
vices, whether the browser of the requesting device is
an authorized browser based at least in part on the sec-
ond set of data may comprise comparing the second set
of data to target data that includes one or more previous
responses associated with one or more browser-types,
identifying a browser-type associated with the browser
based at least in part on the comparison of the second
set of data to the target data, and determining whether
the browser-type associated with the browser is an au-
thorized browser-type.
[0010] The target data may comprise crowd sourced
data.
[0011] The challenge may comprise a plurality of por-
tions, each portion including a respective browser task
to be performed. At least one portion of the plurality of
portions may be dependent upon the result of a browser
task of another portion of the plurality of portions.
[0012] The method may further comprise generating a
second challenge for the requesting device, wherein the
second challenge requires a browser of the requesting
device to perform a second browser task with respect to
a third set of data to generate the second set of data.
The third set of data may be an intermediate set of data
generated by the requesting device through performance
of the browser task with respect to the first set of data.
For example, the browser task of the first challenge may
comprise execution of a set of JavaScript instructions
and the third set of data may provide at least an indication
of a Document Object Model of the browser of the re-
questing device. The second challenge may comprise
performing a hash function, and the second set of data
may comprise a hash of the indication of the Document
Object Model of the browser of the requesting device.
[0013] Another aspect of the present disclosure is di-
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rected to a computing system for screening unauthorized
devices. The system includes one or more processors
and one or more memory devices. The one or more mem-
ory devices can store computer-readable instructions
that when executed by the one or more processors cause
the one or more processors to perform operations. The
operations include receiving a request from a requesting
device to access a resource. The operations further in-
clude generating a challenge for the requesting device.
The challenge can include a first set of data, and the
challenge can require the requesting device to perform
a verification task with respect to the first set of data to
generate a second set of data. The operations also in-
clude providing the challenge to the requesting device
and receiving a response to the challenge from the re-
questing device. The response can include the second
set of data generated by the requesting device through
performance of the verification task with respect to the
first set of data. The operations include determining
whether a request to access the resource was sent by a
browser of the requesting device based at least in part
on the second set of data.
[0014] Yet another aspect of the present disclosure is
directed to one or more tangible, non-transitory compu-
ter-readable media storing computer-readable instruc-
tions that when executed by one or more processors
cause the one or more processors to perform operations.
The operations include receiving a request from a re-
questing device to access a resource. The operations
further include generating a challenge for the requesting
device. The challenge can require a browser of the re-
questing device to perform a browser task without human
input to generate a set of browser data based at least in
part on a browser-type associated with the browser. The
operations include providing the challenge to the request-
ing device and receiving a response to the challenge from
the requesting device. The response can include the set
of browser data generated by the browser of the request-
ing device through performance of the browser task with-
out human input. The operations also include determin-
ing whether the browser-type associated with the brows-
er is an authorized browser-type based at least in part
on the set of browser data. The operations include de-
termining whether the requesting device is authorized to
access the resource based at least in part on whether
the browser-type associated with the browser is an au-
thorized browser-type.
[0015] Other example aspects of the present disclo-
sure are directed to systems, apparatus, tangible, non-
transitory computer-readable media, user interfaces,
memory devices, and electronic devices for screening
for unauthorized devices using browser-based verifica-
tion challenges.
[0016] These and other features, aspects and advan-
tages of various embodiments will become better under-
stood with reference to the following description and ap-
pended claims. The accompanying drawings, which are
incorporated in and constitute a part of this specification,

illustrate embodiments of the present disclosure and, to-
gether with the description, serve to explain the related
principles.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

[0017] Detailed discussion of embodiments directed to
one of ordinary skill in the art are set forth in the specifi-
cation, which makes reference to the appended figures,
in which:

FIG. 1 depicts an overview of an example system
for providing challenges according to example em-
bodiments of the present disclosure.
FIG. 2 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
to screen for unauthorized devices according to ex-
ample embodiments of the present disclosure.
FIG. 3 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
to generate a challenge according to example em-
bodiments of the present disclosure.
FIG. 4 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
to screen for unauthorized devices according to ex-
ample embodiments of the present disclosure.
FIG. 5 depicts an example system according to ex-
ample embodiments of the present disclosure.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

[0018] Reference now will be made in detail to embod-
iments, one or more examples of which are illustrated in
the drawings. Each example is provided by way of ex-
planation of the embodiments, not limitation of the
present disclosure. In fact, it will be apparent to those
skilled in the art that various modifications and variations
can be made to the embodiments without departing from
the scope of the claims. For instance, features illustrated
or described as part of one embodiment can be used with
another embodiment to yield a still further embodiment.
Thus, it is intended that aspects of the present disclosure
cover such modifications and variations.
[0019] Example aspects of the present disclosure are
directed to limiting access to online resources by verifying
browser authenticity. For instance, a computing device
(hereinafter, "requesting device") can request access to
an online resource. Bots typically do not request access
to online resources through authentic browsers. To verify
whether the request is coming from such a browser, a
verification system can provide a verification challenge
to the requesting device. In particular, the challenge can
include one or more instructions prompting the request-
ing device to perform a browser task. The requesting
device can perform the browser task to generate a re-
sponse to the challenge and then provide the response
to the verification system. The verification system can
determine whether the browser of the requesting device
is an authorized browser (e.g., one not typically associ-
ated with bots) based on the response. In the event that
the browser is an authorized browser, the requesting de-
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vice can be permitted to access the requested online
resource.
[0020] More particularly, a requesting device can at-
tempt to access an online resource through a computing
device. As used herein, a requesting device can be a
laptop computer, desktop computer, smartphone, tablet,
wearable computing device, server, or any other suitable
computing device. A requesting device can have a user
associated therewith. However, in the event a bot is uti-
lized, a user may not be associated with the requesting
device.
[0021] In order to access the online resource, the re-
questing device can first be required to interact with a
computerized verification system to attest the browser of
the requesting device, thereby preventing bots from dam-
aging the online resource. For instance, the verification
system can provide a challenge to the requesting device,
and the requesting device can gain access to the online
resource if the requesting device "passes" the challenge.
In some implementations, the challenge can require the
requesting device to perform a browser task that causes
the requesting device to generate a response that can
be used to determine if the browser is authorized to ac-
cess the online resource.
[0022] For instance, the challenge can include a first
set of data and can require a browser of the requesting
device to perform a browser task with respect to the first
set of data to generate a second set of data. In some
example implementations, the browser task can include
executing a set of JavaScript instructions that can cause
the requesting device to generate an indication of a Doc-
ument Object Model (DOM) of the browser of the request-
ing device. As another example, the browser task can
cause a browser of the requesting device to render a
Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) image. As yet another
example, the challenge can include a hash function and
the browser task can include application of the hash func-
tion to various data, as will be discussed further below.
[0023] In some implementations, the challenge-re-
sponse protocols can be essentially invisible such that it
is not readily visible by a user, and is thus minimally in-
trusive from the standpoint of the user. Moreover, the
browser task required by the challenge can be performed
without human input. The challenge can be provided to
the requesting device attempting to gain access to the
online resource.
[0024] The requesting device can generate one or
more responses to the challenge. A response can include
a second set of data generated by the browser of the
requesting device through the performance of the brows-
er task. For instance, if the browser task includes exe-
cuting a set of JavaScript instructions requiring the gen-
eration of an indication of a Document Object Model
(DOM), the second set of data can provide the indication
of the Document Object Model (DOM) of the browser of
the requesting device. As another example, if the browser
task includes rendering a Scalable Vector Graphics
(SVG) image, the second set of data can include the ren-

dered image. As yet another example, the browser task
can include applying a hash function to various data, in-
cluding, for example, the indication of the DOM of the
browser, the SVG image, or other items generated in
response to portions of the challenge other than the hash
function. Thus, in some implementations, the challenge
can include a first stage and a second stage, where the
first stage requires the requesting device to perform a
first browser task to generate an intermediate answer
(e.g., an indication of the DOM of the browser) and a
second stage requires the requesting device to apply a
hash function to the intermediate answer to provide a
hashed answer (e.g., a hash of an indication of the DOM
of the browser). In such implementations, the second set
of data, included in the response, can include one or more
hashed answers. After generation of the response, the
requesting device can provide the response to the veri-
fication system.
[0025] The verification system can receive the re-
sponse from the requesting device and determine wheth-
er the browser of the requesting device is an authorized
browser. For instance, the verification system can com-
pare the second set of data (included in the response)
to target data. The target data can, for example, include
one or more previous responses associated with one or
more authorized browser-types.
[0026] Based at least in part on the comparison of the
second set of data to the target data, the verification sys-
tem can determine if the browser of the requesting device
is an authorized browser. As an example, the verification
system can identify a browser-type associated with the
browser of the requesting device based at least in part
on the comparison of the second set of data to the target
data. The verification system can determine whether the
browser-type associated with the browser is an author-
ized browser-type. For instance, certain browser-types
that are not generally utilized by bots can be considered
authorized browser-types. The verification system can
determine that the browser is not an authorized browser
if the browser-type associated with the browser of the
requesting device is not an authorized browser-type.
However, in the event that the browser-type associated
with the browser of the requesting device is an authorized
browser-type, the verification system can determine that
the browser is an authorized browser.
[0027] The verification system can determine whether
the requesting device is authorized to access the online
resource based, at least in part, on whether the browser
of the requesting device is an authorized browser. For
example, if the browser is an authorized browser, the
verification system can grant the requesting device ac-
cess to the online resource. However, in the event that
the verification system determines that the browser is not
an authorized browser; the verification system can deny
the requesting device access to the online resource.
Moreover, in the event that the verification system deter-
mines that the request is not associated with a browser
and/or that no browser is associated with the requesting
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device, the verification system can deny the requesting
device access to the online resource. Additionally, and/or
alternatively, the verification system can generate and
provide another challenge to the requesting device that
was denied access to the online resource.
[0028] According to another aspect of the present dis-
closure, the verification system can generate a challenge
that includes a plurality of portions. Each portion can in-
clude one or more seeds, where each seed represents
or otherwise includes a different browser task to be per-
formed and/or the respective data upon which the task
should be performed. Thus, in some implementations of
the present disclosure, the verification system can gen-
erate challenges that require multiple browser tasks to
be performed. The multiple browser tasks can be inde-
pendent or dependent (e.g., sequential).
[0029] In some implementations, the seeds may also
be of different types. As one example, the one or more
seeds can include one or more static seeds that can, for
instance, remain constant among the challenges. For ex-
ample, every challenge provided by the verification sys-
tem will include the one or more static seeds, while other
seeds may change or rotate (e.g., randomly) among dif-
ferent challenges provided over time. As another exam-
ple, the one or more seeds can include one or more
known seeds with known responses. The seeds can also
include one or more seeds for crowdsourcing and/or
seeds to generate noise. Thus, at least some of the seeds
may be used for crowdsourced data collection rather than
verification of the requesting device. After sufficient
crowdsourced data has been collected, the crowdsourc-
ing seeds can be changed into seeds which are used for
preforming requesting device authentication.
[0030] Thus, the present disclosure provides systems
and methods for limiting access to online resources by
verifying browser authenticity. In such fashion, the risk
of exposing online resources to bots can be reduced
through less obstructive challenge-response protocols.
For example, an online consumer review service that re-
ceives a request to access an online product rating tool
can utilize the verification system to protect the integrity
of the product rating. The verification system can attest
the browser of a requesting device through invisible chal-
lenges including browser tasks that do not require human
input, thereby reducing potential bot exposure while al-
lowing human users to access the online rating tool with
less interruption.
[0031] With reference now to the Figures, example as-
pects of the present disclosure will be discussed in more
detail. For instance, FIG. 1 depicts an overview of an
example system 100 for providing challenges. In partic-
ular, system 100 can include a resource provider 102, a
computerized verification system 104, a target database
106, a resource 108, and a requesting device 110. In
some implementations, resource provider 102 and veri-
fication system 104 can communicate with each other
over a network.
[0032] Resource provider 102 can be associated with

an online or other resource 108. By way of example, re-
source provider 102 can be associated with a consumer
rating service with one or more consumer rating tools.
However, the resource provider 102 can provide access
to any number of different types of resources 108, includ-
ing any data, tools, services, information, files, or other
forms of resources for which verification prior to access
is desired. The resources 108 (and/or the data associat-
ed therewith) can, for example, be stored in a database
associated with resource provider 102.
[0033] Resource provider 102 can receive a request
from requesting device 110 for access to the online re-
source 108 (e.g., consumer rating tool). In response to
the request, resource provider 102 can coordinate with
verification system 104 to provide a verification challenge
to requesting device 110.
[0034] Verification system 104 can be implemented
using one or more computing devices, such as, for ex-
ample, one or more servers. Verification system 104 can
be configured to generate verification challenges and to
provide such challenges to requesting device 110 in re-
sponse to, for example, a request from requesting device
110. In some implementations, the challenges can be
browser task based challenges. For instance, a chal-
lenge can include a first set of data and can require a
browser of requesting device 110 to perform a browser
task with respect to the first set of data. The browser task
can include a set of instructions that can, upon execution,
cause requesting device 110 to generate a second set
of data.
[0035] For instance, as indicated above, the challenge
can include a hash function and the browser task can
include application of the hash function to various data.
Additionally, and/or alternatively, the browser task can
include a set of JavaScript instructions that can cause,
upon execution, requesting device 110 to generate an
indication of a Document Object Model (DOM) of the
browser of requesting device 110. As another example,
the browser task can require a browser of requesting
device 110 to render a Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG)
image.
[0036] In some implementations, the challenge-re-
sponse protocols can be essentially invisible. For in-
stance, verification system 104 can be configured to gen-
erate an invisible challenge, such that the challenge is
not readily visible by a user. In some instances, the
browser task (and/or its instructions) can be viewed in
the html language associated with the browser; however,
a user associated with requesting device 110 cannot
readily view the browser task without such inspection.
Additionally, and/or alternatively, the browser task re-
quired by the challenge can be performed without human
input. For instance, the browser task can include applying
a hash function to various data, for example, an indication
of a DOM of the browser, an SVG image, or other items
generated in response to the challenge. Requesting de-
vice 110 and/or the browser can perform the browser
task (e.g., apply the hash function) to generate a re-
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sponse without input from a user of requesting device
110. In this manner, requesting device 110 can generate
a response to a challenge with less user interruption.
[0037] Verification system 104 can be configured to
provide a challenge to requesting device 110. In some
implementations, verification system 104 can be config-
ured to directly provide the challenge to requesting de-
vice 110. In some implementations, verification system
104 can be configured to indirectly provide the challenge
to requesting device 110 via resource provider 102. For
example, the resource provider 102 can utilize an appli-
cation programming interface (API) to request and re-
ceive a challenge from the verification system 104 and
then provide the received challenge to requesting device
110.
[0038] Verification system 104 can be configured to
receive a response to the challenge. For instance, veri-
fication system 104 can be configured to directly receive
a response to the challenge from requesting device 110.
In other implementations, the verification system 104 in-
directly receives a response from requesting device 110
via resource provider 102. For example, the resource
provider 102 can utilize the API to provide the received
response to the verification system 104 and then receive
an indication of the validity of the response from the ver-
ification system 104.
[0039] The response can include a second set of data
generated by the browser of requesting device 110
through the performance of the browser task. For in-
stance, the second set of data can provide the indication
of the Document Object Model (DOM) of the browser of
requesting device 110, a rendered Scalable Vector
Graphics (SVG) image, and/or one or more hashed an-
swers, as further described herein.
[0040] As shown, verification system 104 can be con-
figured to access target data from a target database 106.
In example implementations, target database 106 can
be a single database located in a single location, or can
include multiple databases spread across multiple loca-
tions. As verification system 104 generates challenges
and receives responses, it may store the challenge-re-
sponse pair in the target database 106. The target data
can include, for example, one or more previously re-
ceived responses to one or more challenges and the data
associated therewith. Additionally, and/or alternatively,
the target data can include one or more known responses
to one or more challenges and the data associated with
the one or more known responses.
[0041] By way of example, target data can include pre-
viously received and/or known indications of browser
DOM, SVG images, hash values, and/or other portions
of a response for each verification challenge. The re-
sponses included in the target data can include metada-
ta, a pointer, a link, and/or some other type of identifier
by which verification system 104 can identify which re-
sponses are associated with a particular challenge. The
responses can be collected and stored in target database
106 by verification system 104 using crowdsourcing tech-

niques. Additionally, and/or alternatively, verification sys-
tem 104 can cluster the responses to effectively group
them. Thus, in some implementations, crowdsourced an-
swers can be clustered to identify a "correct" answer in-
dicated by the crowdsourced data.
[0042] Moreover, the responses stored in the target
data can be associated with a browser-type. The brows-
er-type can be associated with the browser of requesting
device 110 that provided the stored response. The known
responses can be associated with one or more browser-
types of one or more browsers that are known to generate
a known response to a given challenge. The responses
and/or associated browser-types can include metadata,
a pointer, a link, and/or some other type of identifier by
which verification system 104 can identify the browser-
type associated with a response. Certain browser-types
can be considered authorized browser-types. For in-
stance, browser-types that are not generally utilized by
bots can be considered authorized browser-types.
[0043] Verification system 104 can be configured to
determine whether a browser exists on requesting device
110. For instance, verification system 104 can be con-
figured to determine whether the request to access re-
source 108 was sent by a browser of requesting device
110 based, at least in part, on examination of the second
set of data. If requesting device 110 is unable to perform
the browser task and/or generates a second set of data
that does not indicate a browser exists, verification sys-
tem 104 can determine that the request for resource 108
was not sent by a browser of requesting device 110. In
such a case, verification system 104 can deny requesting
device 110 access to resource 108. If requesting device
110 is able to perform the browser task and/or generate
a second set of data that indicates a browser may exist,
verification system 104 can determine whether the
browser is an authorized browser.
[0044] In addition, if the response indicates that that
requesting device has a browser, the verification system
104 can be configured to further determine whether the
browser of requesting device 110 is an authorized brows-
er based, at least in part, on the response. For instance,
verification system 104 can be configured to receive a
response to a challenge from requesting device 110. The
response can include the second set of data generated
by the browser of requesting device 110 through per-
formance of the browser task. Verification system 104
can be configured to compare the second set of data
(included in the response) to the target data to determine
whether an authorized browser exists.
[0045] For example, if the browser task of a challenge
includes rendering a Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG)
image, the second set of data generated by the browser
of requesting device 110 through performance of the
browser task can include least a portion of the rendered
image or a hash of at least the portion of the rendered
image. The target data of target database 106 may in-
clude one or more previously received rendered images
that were received by verification system 104 in response
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to a same or similar challenge. Each of the one or more
previously received rendered images can be associated
with a browser-type that identifies the type of browser of
requesting device 110 that provided the one or more pre-
viously received images. Verification system 104 can, for
instance, compare the rendered image included in the
second set of data to the one or more previously received
rendered images of the target data to determine which
browser-type is associated with the browser of request-
ing device 110 currently requesting access to resource
108.
[0046] If the browser-type associated with the browser
of requesting device 110 is not an authorized browser-
type, verification system 104 can be configured to deter-
mine that the browser is not an authorized browser. If,
however, the browser-type associated with the browser
of requesting device 110 is an authorized browser-type,
verification system 104 can be configured to determine
that the browser is an authorized browser. Verification
system 104 can be configured to authorize requesting
device 110 to access requested resource 108, for in-
stance, if it is determined that the browser of requesting
device 110 browser is an authorized browser.
[0047] FIG. 2 depicts a flow diagram of an example
method (200) to screen for unauthorized devices accord-
ing to example embodiments of the present disclosure.
Method (200) can be implemented by one or more com-
puting devices, such as one or more of the computing
devices depicted in FIG. 5. In addition, FIG. 2 depicts
steps performed in a particular order for purposes of il-
lustration and discussion. Those of ordinary skill in the
art, using the disclosures provided herein, will under-
stand that the steps of any of the methods discussed
herein can be adapted, rearranged, expanded, omitted,
or modified in various ways without deviating from the
scope of the present disclosure.
[0048] At (202), method (200) can include receiving a
receiving a request from requesting device 110 to access
resource 108. For instance, verification system 104 can
receive a request from requesting device to access re-
source 108. In some implementations, verification sys-
tem 104 can receive a request to engage in a verification
process to access resource 108. As such, the request to
engage in the verification process can be the request to
access resource 108.
[0049] At (204), method (200) can include generating
a challenge requiring a browser task. For instance, ver-
ification system 104 can generate a challenge for re-
questing device 110 that has requested access to re-
source 108. The challenge can allow verification system
104 to determine whether or not requesting device 110
should be authorized to access requested resource 108.
[0050] The challenge can include a first set of data and
the challenge can require a browser of requesting device
110 to perform a browser task with respect to the first set
of data to generate a second set of data. The first set of
data can include, for instance, JavaScript instructions
and the browser task can include execution of the Java-

Script instructions. By way of example, the browser task
can require requesting device 110 (and/or the browser
of requesting device 110) to generate an indication of a
Document Object Model (DOM) of the browser. In anoth-
er example, the browser task can require requesting de-
vice 110 (and/or the browser of requesting device 110)
to render a Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) image. As
yet another example, the first set of data can include a
hash function and the browser task can include applica-
tion of the hash function to various data. For instance,
the hash function can be applied to the indication of the
DOM of the browser, the SVG image, or other items gen-
erated in response to portions of the challenge other than
the hash function.
[0051] Additionally, and/or alternatively, the challenge
can include a first stage and a second stage. The first
stage can, for instance, require requesting device 110 to
perform a first browser task to generate an intermediate
answer. The intermediate answer can include, for exam-
ple, an indication of the DOM of the browser and/or least
a portion of the rendered SVG image. The second stage
can require requesting device 110 to apply a hash func-
tion to the intermediate answer to provide a hashed an-
swer.
[0052] At (206), method (200) can include transmitting
the challenge to requesting device 110. For instance, ver-
ification system 104 can provide the challenge to request-
ing device 110. In some implementations, verification
system 104 can directly provide the challenge to request-
ing device 110. Additionally, and/or alternatively, verifi-
cation system 104 can provide the challenge to resource
provider 102 and resource provider 102 can provide the
challenge to requesting device 110.
[0053] At (208), method (200) can include receiving a
response to the challenge from requesting device 110.
For instance, verification system 104 can receive a re-
sponse to the challenge from requesting device 110. The
response can include a second set of data generated by
the browser of requesting device 110 through perform-
ance of the browser task with respect to the first set of
data. For example, if the browser task includes execution
of a set of JavaScript instructions to generate an indica-
tion of a Document Object Model (DOM) of the browser
of requesting device 110, the second set of data can pro-
vide at least an indication of a Document Object Model
(DOM) of the browser of requesting device 110. In an-
other example, if the browser task includes rendering of
a Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) image, the second
data set can include at least a portion of the rendered
image. In yet another example, if the browser task in-
cludes performing a hash function, and the second set
of data can include a hash value.
[0054] Additionally, and/or alternatively, if the chal-
lenge includes first and second stages and the second
stage includes applying the hash function to an interme-
diate answer (generated in response to the first stage),
the second set of data can include a hashed answer. The
hashed answer can include, for example, a hash of the
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indication of the Document Object Model (DOM) or a
hash of at least the portion of the rendered image.
[0055] At (210), method (200) can include determining
whether the browser of requesting device 110 is an au-
thorized browser. Bots may request access to online re-
sources without the use of a browser. Accordingly, veri-
fication system 104 can determine whether the request
to access resource 108 was sent by a browser at all
and/or whether a browser even exists on requesting de-
vice 110.
[0056] For instance, verification system 104 can proc-
ess the response received from requesting device 110
to determine, for example, whether a browser exists on
requesting device 110 and/or whether a browser gener-
ated the response (and/or the second set of data) through
performance of a verification task. In this way, verification
system 104 can determine whether a request to access
resource 108 was sent by a browser of requesting device
110 based at least in part on the response (and/or the
second set of data).
[0057] If no browser exists and/or the request for re-
source 108 was not sent from a browser, verification sys-
tem 104 can deny authorization of requesting device 110
to requested resource 108. If, however, verification sys-
tem 104 determines that a browser exists and/or sent the
request to access resource 108, verification system 104
can determine if the browser is an authorized browser.
[0058] For instance, verification system 104 can deter-
mine whether the browser of requesting device 110 is an
authorized browser based, at least in part, on the second
set of data included in the response received from the
requested device. In some implementations, verification
system 104 can compare the second set of data to target
data that includes one or more browser-type, as de-
scribed above. The verification system can identify a
browser-type associated with the browser based, at least
in part, on the comparison of the second set of data to
the target data. Additionally, and/or alternatively, the ver-
ification system can determine whether the browser-type
associated with the browser is an authorized browser-
type.
[0059] For example, the second set of data can include
a rendered Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) image and
verification system 104 can determine whether the
browser of requesting device 110 is an authorized brows-
er by comparing the rendered image to one or more target
images. The target images can include previously ren-
dered images that were received from browsers associ-
ated with authorized browser-types (e.g., ones not typi-
cally associated with bots). If the rendered image match-
es or is similar to one or more of the target images, ver-
ification system 104 can determine that the browser-type
of the browser is the same as, or at least similar to, the
authorized browser-type associated with the target im-
age. In such a case, verification system 104 can deter-
mine that the browser of requesting device 110 is an au-
thorized browser. However, if the rendered image (in-
cluded in the second set of data of the response) does

not match or is dissimilar to one or more target images,
verification system 104 can determine that the browser-
type of the browser is not an authorized browser-type,
and thus, is not an authorized browser.
[0060] At (212), method (200) can include determining
whether requesting device 110 is authorized to access
resource 108. For instance, verification system 104 can
determine whether requesting device 110 is authorized
to access resource 108 based at least in part on whether
the browser of requesting device 110 is an authorized
browser. For example if verification system 104 deter-
mines that the browser is an authorized browser, verifi-
cation system 104 may authorize requesting device 110
to access resource 108 (e.g., an online rating tool). If,
however, verification system 104 determines that re-
questing device 110 did not request access to resource
108 via a browser or that the browser is not an authorized
browser, verification system 104 can deny requesting de-
vice 110 access to requested resource 108.
[0061] FIG. 3 depicts a flow diagram of an example
method to generate a challenge according to example
embodiments of the present disclosure. Method (300)
can be implemented by one or more computing devices,
such as one or more of the computing devices depicted
in FIG. 5. In addition, FIG. 3 depicts steps performed in
a particular order for purposes of illustration and discus-
sion. Those of ordinary skill in the art, using the disclo-
sures provided herein, will understand that the steps of
any of the methods discussed herein can be adapted,
rearranged, expanded, omitted, or modified in various
ways without deviating from the scope of the present dis-
closure.
[0062] At (302), method (300) can include generating
a random number. For instance, verification system 104
can use a random number generator to generate a ran-
dom number.
[0063] At (304), method 304 can include generating a
set of JavaScript instructions based on the random
number. For instance, each random number can be as-
sociated with a set of JavaScript instructions. In one ex-
ample, the JavaScript instructions can include instruc-
tions that when executed cause a browser to generate
an indication of a Document Object Model (DOM) of the
browser. In another example, the JavaScript instructions
can include instructions that when executed cause a
browser to render a Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG) im-
age.
[0064] At (306), method (300) can include generating
a challenge with a browser task that includes execution
of the JavaScript instructions. For instance, verification
system 104 can generate a challenge that includes a first
set of data and requires requesting device 110 to perform
the browser task with respect to the first set of data. The
first set of data can include the JavaScript instructions,
and the browser task can include execution of the Java-
Script instructions.
[0065] Additionally and/or alternatively, verification
system 104 can generate a challenge that includes a
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plurality of portions. Each portion can include one or more
seeds, where each seed represents or otherwise in-
cludes a different browser task to be performed and the
data upon which the task should be performed. Thus, in
some implementations of the present disclosure, the ver-
ification system 104 can generate challenges that require
multiple browser tasks to be performed. The multiple
browser tasks can be independent or dependent (e.g.,
sequential).
[0066] The seeds may also be of different types. As
one example, the one or more seeds can include one or
more static seeds that can, for instance, remain constant
among the challenges. For example, every challenge
provided by the verification system will include the static
seeds, while other seeds may change or rotate among
different challenges provided over time. As another ex-
ample, the one or more seeds can include one or more
known seeds with known responses. The seeds can also,
and/or alternatively, include one or more seeds for crowd-
sourcing and/or seeds to generate noise. Thus, at least
some of the seeds may be used for crowdsourced data
collection rather than verification of requesting device
110. After sufficient crowdsourced data has been collect-
ed, the crowdsourcing seeds can be changed into seeds
which are used for requesting device authentication.
[0067] In some implementations, a challenge can in-
clude a hash function and the browser task can include
the application of the hash function to various data. For
example, the browser task can include applying the hash
function to the indication of the DOM of the browser, the
SVG image, or other items generated in response to por-
tions of the challenge other than the hash function.
[0068] In some implementations, the challenge can in-
clude a plurality of stages. For instance, the challenge
can include a first stage and a second stage. The first
stage can require requesting device 110 to perform a first
browser task to generate an intermediate answer (e.g.,
an indication of the DOM of the browser, at least a portion
of a rendered SVG image). The intermediate answer can
be generated through execution of a set of JavaScript
instructions. The second stage can require requesting
device 110 to apply a hash function to the intermediate
answer to provide one or more hashed answers. The
hashed answers can include, for example, a hash of the
indication of the Document Object Model (DOM) of the
browser of requesting device 110 and/or a hash of at
least a portion of a rendered image. In such implemen-
tations, the response to the challenge can include the
one or more hashed answers.
[0069] FIG. 4 depicts a flow chart of an example meth-
od (400) for verifying a requesting device according to
an example embodiment of the present disclosure. Meth-
od (400) can be implemented by one or more computing
devices, such as one or more of the computing devices
depicted in FIG. 5. In addition, FIG. 4 depicts steps per-
formed in a particular order for purposes of illustration
and discussion. Those of ordinary skill in the art, using
the disclosures provided herein, will understand that the

steps of any of the methods discussed herein can be
adapted, rearranged, expanded, omitted, or modified in
various ways without deviating from the scope of the
present disclosure.
[0070] At (402) a requesting device can request a re-
source or access to an online resource from a resource
provider. At (404) the resource provider can receive the
request from the requesting device.
[0071] At (406) resource provider can instruct the re-
questing device to engage in a verification process. At
(408) the requesting device can receive the instructions
from the resource provider to directly engage with the
verification system. As an example, the resource provider
can instruct the requesting device at (406) by redirecting
the requesting device so that it directly connects with the
verification system and begins the verification process.
[0072] As another example, at (406) the resource pro-
vider can provide the requesting device with a client-side
script that, when executed by the requesting device,
causes the requesting device to directly engage with the
verification system. For example, the client-side script
can be included in an inline frame, embedded object,
portlet, or other embedded application or widget. In some
implementations, the client-side script can be included
in a plug-in provided from the verification system to the
resource provider. Furthermore, in some implementa-
tions, at (406) the resource provider can provide the re-
questing device with a public key identifying the resource
provider to the verification system.
[0073] At (410) the requesting device can transmit a
request directly to the verification system to engage in a
verification process. At (412) the verification system can
receive the request from the requesting device.
[0074] As an example, the request transmitted at (410)
can be formatted according to an application program-
ming interface associated with the verification system.
For example, the request can be transmitted as a result
of executing a client-side script provided to the requesting
device at (406). Furthermore, in some implementations,
the request transmitted at (410) can include a public key
associated with the resource provider.
[0075] At (414) the verification system can generate a
challenge requiring the requesting device to perform a
browser verification task. As indicated above, the brows-
er task can include, rendering a Scalable Vector Graphics
(SVG) image. As another example, the browser task can
include performing a hash function and/or applying a
hash function to various data.
[0076] At (416) the verification system can provide the
challenge, including the browser task, to the requesting
device. At (418) the requesting device can receive the
challenge from the verification system.
[0077] At (420) the requesting device (and/or the
browser of the requesting device) can perform the brows-
er task and generate a response to the challenge. The
requesting device (and/or the browser of the requesting
device) can perform the browser task without human in-
put. The response can also be essentially invisible, as
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similarly indicated above. The response can include a
second set of data generated by the browser of the re-
questing device through performance of the browser
task. For example, the requesting device can generate
a second set of data that includes at least a portion of
the rendered image through the performance of a brows-
er task that includes rendering a Scalable Vector Graph-
ics (SVG) image. The Scalable Vector Graphics (SVG)
image can include any shape. In another example, the
requesting device can generate a second set of data that
includes an indication of a Document Object Model
(DOM) of the browser of the requesting device through
the performance of a browser task that includes execut-
ing JavaScript instructions to generate an indication of a
Document Object Model (DOM).
[0078] Additionally, and/or alternatively, the request-
ing device can generate a second set of data that includes
a hash value through the performance of a browser task
that includes performing a hash function. In some imple-
mentations, the requesting device can generate a re-
sponse that includes a hashed answer that is created by
applying a hash function to various data. The response
can include, for example, a hash of an indication of the
Document Object Model (DOM) of the browser of the
requesting device and/or a hash of at least a portion of
a rendered image.
[0079] At (422) the requesting device can provide the
response to the challenge to the verification system. At
(424) the verification system can receive the response
from the requesting device.
[0080] At (426) the verification system can determine
whether the request was sent by a browser and, if so,
whether the browser is an authorized browser. For in-
stance, the verification system can determine that the
request was sent by a browser based, at least in part, on
the second set of data generated through performance
of the browser task. As indicated above, the verification
system can determine whether the browser of the re-
questing device is an authorized browser based at least
in part on the second set of data. For instance, the veri-
fication system can compare the second set of data to
target data to determine whether the browser is an au-
thorized browser, as indicated above.
[0081] At (428) the verification system can determine
whether the requesting device is authorized to access
the requested online resource. For instance, if the veri-
fication system determines that the browser of the re-
questing device is an authorized browser (e.g., one not
typically associated with bots), the verification system
can determine that the requesting device should be au-
thorized to access the resource. If, however, the verifi-
cation system determines that the browser of the request-
ing device is not an authorized browser or that the request
was not sent from a browser, then the verification system
can determine that the requesting device should be de-
nied access to the resource.
[0082] At (430), if the verification system determines
that the requesting device is not authorized to access the

requested resource; then at (432) the verification system
can deny the requesting device authorization to access
the resource. The verification system can generate and
provide another challenge to a requesting device that
was denied access to the online resource.
[0083] If the verification system determines that the re-
questing device is authorized to access the requested
resource, then at (434) the verification system can pro-
vide the requesting device authorization to access the
resource. At (436) the requesting device can receive au-
thorization to access the requested resource. The re-
questing device, the resource provider, and/or the veri-
fication system can communicate to allow the requesting
device to access the online resource. This can be ac-
complished by using, for instance, a verification token
provided by the verification system.
[0084] Method (400) illustrates one non-limiting exam-
ple implementation by which a requesting device, re-
source provider, and/or verification system can initiate a
verification process. In other implementations, the re-
source provider can communicate with the verification
system and the verification system can provide the chal-
lenge to the resource provider. For example, the resource
provider can interact with the verification system using
an API. The resource provider can provide the challenge
directly to the requesting device. Additionally, and/or al-
ternatively, the resource provider can receive the re-
sponse from the requesting device and/or the verification
system can communicate with the resource provider to
allow the resource provider to determine whether the
browser of the requesting device should be authorized
to access the requested resource.
[0085] FIG. 5 depicts an example computing system
500 that can be used to implement the methods and sys-
tems according to example aspects of the present dis-
closure. The system 500 can be implemented using a
client-server architecture that includes a server 510 that
communicates with one or more requesting devices 530
and/or resource provider 550 over a network 540. The
system 500 can be implemented using other suitable ar-
chitectures, such as a single computing device.
[0086] The system 500 includes a server 510, such as
a web server. Server 510 can host a computerized ver-
ification system configured to grant or deny authorization
to access online resources. Server 510 can be imple-
mented using any suitable computing device(s). Server
510 can have one or more processors 512 and one or
more memory devices 514. Server 510 can also include
a network interface used to communicate with one or
more requesting devices 530 and/or one or more re-
source provider 550 over the network 540. The network
interface can include any suitable components for inter-
facing with one more networks, including for example,
transmitters, receivers, ports, controllers, antennas, or
other suitable components.
[0087] The one or more processors 512 can include
any suitable processing device, such as a microproces-
sor, microcontroller, integrated circuit, logic device, or
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other suitable processing device. The one or more mem-
ory devices 514 can include one or more computer-read-
able media, including, but not limited to, non-transitory
computer-readable media, RAM, ROM, hard drives, flash
drives, or other memory devices. The one or more mem-
ory devices 514 can store information accessible by the
one or more processors 512, including computer-reada-
ble instructions 516 that can be executed by the one or
more processors 512. The instructions 516 can be any
set of instructions that when executed by the one or more
processors 512, cause the one or more processors 512
to perform operations.
[0088] The instructions 516 can be executed by the
one or more processors 512 to implement, for instance,
a challenge generator 520, a browser authorizer 522,
and device authorizer 524. Challenge generator 520 can
be configured to generate a challenge that includes a
browser task. Browser authorizer 522 can be configured
to receive responses to the challenges and to determine
whether a request was sent from a browser and/or wheth-
er a browser of a requesting device is an authorized
browser. Device authorizer 524 can be configured to de-
termine whether to deny or grant a requesting device
authorization to access a requested resource.
[0089] As shown in FIG. 5, the one or more memory
devices 514 can also store data 518 that can be retrieved,
manipulated, created, or stored by the one or more proc-
essors 512. The data 518 can include, for instance, target
data, challenge data, and other data. The data 518 can
be stored in one or more databases. The one or more
databases can be connected to server 510 by a high
bandwidth LAN or WAN, or can also be connected to
server 510 through network 540. The one or more data-
bases can be split up so that they are located in multiple
locales.
[0090] Server 510 can exchange data with one or more
requesting devices 530 and/or one or more resource pro-
vider 550 over the network 540. Although one requesting
device 530 and one resource provider 550 are illustrated
in FIG. 5, any number of requesting devices 530 and/or
resource providers 550 can be connected to server 510
over the network 540. Each of the requesting devices
530 can be any suitable type of computing device, such
as a general purpose computer, special purpose com-
puter, laptop, desktop, mobile device, navigation system,
smartphone, tablet, wearable computing device, a dis-
play with one or more processors, or other suitable com-
puting device.
[0091] Similar to server 510, a requesting device 530
can include one or more processor(s) 532 and a memory
534. The one or more processor(s) 532 can include one
or more central processing units (CPUs), graphics
processing units (GPUs) dedicated to efficiently render-
ing images or performing other specialized calculations,
and/or other processing devices. The memory 534 can
include one or more computer-readable media and can
store information accessible by the one or more proces-
sors 532, including instructions 536 that can be executed

by the one or more processors 536 and data 538. For
instance, the memory 534 can store instructions 536 for
implementing a user interface in the event that requesting
device 530 is a user device.
[0092] In the event the requesting device 530 of FIG.
5 is a user device, requesting device 530 can include
various input/output devices for providing and receiving
information from a user, such as a touch screen, touch
pad, data entry keys, speakers, and/or a microphone suit-
able for voice recognition. For instance, requesting de-
vice 530 can have a display device 539 for presenting a
user interface.
[0093] Requesting device 530 can also include a net-
work interface used to communicate with one or more
remote computing devices (e.g., server 510, resource
provider 550) over the network 540. The network inter-
face can include any suitable components for interfacing
with one or more networks, including for example, trans-
mitters, receivers, ports, controllers, antennas, or other
suitable components.
[0094] Similar to server 510, a resource provider 550
can include one or more processor(s) 552 and a memory
554. The one or more processor(s) 552 can include one
or more central processing units (CPUs), graphics
processing units (GPUs) dedicated to efficiently render-
ing images or performing other specialized calculations,
and/or other processing devices. The memory 554 can
include one or more computer-readable media and can
store information accessible by the one or more proces-
sors 552, including instructions that can be executed by
the one or more processors 552 and data 558. For in-
stance, the memory 556 can store instructions 556 for
directing a requesting device to a verification system for
a verification process. The data 558 can include, for in-
stance, data associated with one or more resource. The
data 558 can be stored in one or more databases. The
one or more databases can be connected to resource
provider 550 by a high bandwidth LAN or WAN, or can
also be connected to resource provider 550 through net-
work 540. The one or more databases can be split up so
that they are located in multiple locales.
[0095] Resource provider 550 can also include a net-
work interface used to communicate with one or more
remote computing devices (e.g. server 550, requesting
device 530) over network 540. The network interface can
include any suitable components for interfacing with one
more networks, including for example, transmitters, re-
ceivers, ports, controllers, antennas, or other suitable
components.
[0096] Network 540 can be any type of communica-
tions network, such as a local area network (e.g. intranet),
wide area network (e.g. Internet), cellular network, or
some combination thereof. Network 540 can also include
a direct connection between requesting device 530, serv-
er 510, and/or resource provider 550. In general, com-
munication between server 510 and requesting device
530 can be carried via a network interface using any type
of wired and/or wireless connection, using a variety of
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communication protocols (e.g. TCP/IP, HTTP, SMTP,
FTP), encodings or formats (e.g. HTML, XML), and/or
protection schemes (e.g. VPN, secure HTTP, SSL).
[0097] The technology discussed herein makes refer-
ence to servers, databases, software applications, and
other computer-based systems, as well as actions taken
and information sent to and from such systems. One of
ordinary skill in the art will recognize that the inherent
flexibility of computer-based systems allows for a great
variety of possible configurations, combinations, and di-
visions of tasks and functionality between and among
components. For instance, server processes discussed
herein may be implemented using a single server or mul-
tiple servers working in combination. Databases and ap-
plications may be implemented on a single system or
distributed across multiple systems. Distributed compo-
nents may operate sequentially or in parallel.
[0098] While the present subject matter has been de-
scribed in detail with respect to specific example embod-
iments thereof, it will be appreciated that those skilled in
the art, upon attaining an understanding of the foregoing
may readily produce alterations to, variations of, and
equivalents to such embodiments. Accordingly, the
scope of the present disclosure is by way of example
rather than by way of limitation, and the subject disclosure
does not preclude inclusion of such modifications, vari-
ations and/or additions to the present subject matter as
would be readily apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art.

Claims

1. A computer-implemented method to screen for un-
authorized devices, comprising:

receiving, by one or more computing devices, a
request from a requesting device to access a
resource;
generating, by the one or more computing de-
vices, a challenge for the requesting device,
wherein the challenge includes a first set of data,
and wherein the challenge requires a browser
of the requesting device to perform a browser
task with respect to the first set of data to gen-
erate a second set of data, wherein the browser
task does not require human input;
providing, by the one or more computing devic-
es, the challenge to the requesting device;
receiving, by the one or more computing devic-
es, a response to the challenge from the re-
questing device, wherein the response includes
the second set of data generated by the browser
of the requesting device through performance
of the browser task with respect to the first set
of data, wherein the response does not include
human input;
determining, by the one or more computing de-
vices, whether the browser of the requesting de-

vice is an authorized browser based at least in
part on the second set of data; and
determining, by the one or more computing de-
vices, whether the requesting device is author-
ized to access the resource based at least in
part on whether the browser of the requesting
device is an authorized browser, wherein deter-
mining, by the one or more computing devices,
whether the browser of the requesting device is
an authorized browser based at least in part on
the second set of data comprises:
comparing the second set of data to target data
that includes one or more previous responses
associated with one or more browser-types,
identifying a browser-type associated with the
browser based at least in part on the comparison
of the second set of data to the target data, and
determining thereon whether the browser-type
associated with the browser is an authorized
browser-type.

2. The computer implemented method of claim 1,
wherein the browser task comprises execution of a
set of JavaScript instructions, and the second set of
data provides at least an indication of a Document
Object Model of the browser of the requesting device
or a hash of the indication of the Document Object
Model of the browser of the requesting device.

3. The computer implemented method of claim 1 or 2,
wherein the browser task comprises rendering of a
Scalable Vector Graphics image, and the second da-
ta set comprises at least a portion of the rendered
image or a hash of at least the portion of the rendered
image.

4. The computer implemented method of claim 3,
wherein determining, by the one or more computing
devices, whether the browser of the requesting de-
vice is an authorized browser based at least in part
on the second set of data comprises comparing the
rendered image to a target image.

5. The computer implemented method of any preced-
ing claim, wherein the browser task comprises per-
forming a hash function, and the second set of data
comprises a hash value.

6. The computer-implemented method of any preced-
ing claim, wherein the challenge is an invisible chal-
lenge.

7. The computer-implemented method of any preced-
ing claim, wherein the target data comprises crowd
sourced data.

8. The computer-implemented method of any preced-
ing claim, wherein the challenge comprises a plural-
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ity of portions, each portion including a respective
browser task to be performed.

9. The computer-implemented method of claim 8,
wherein at least one portion of the plurality of portions
is dependent upon the result of a browser task of
another portion of the plurality of portions.

10. The computer-implemented method of any preced-
ing claim, further comprising generating a second
challenge for the requesting device, wherein the sec-
ond challenge requires a browser of the requesting
device to perform a second browser task with respect
to a third set of data to generate the second set of
data.

11. The computer-implemented method of claim 10,
wherein the third set of data is an intermediate set
of data generated by the requesting device through
performance of the browser task with respect to the
first set of data.

12. A computing system for screening unauthorized de-
vices, comprising:

one or more processors; and
one or more memory devices, the one or more
memory devices storing computer-readable in-
structions that when executed by the one or
more processors cause the one or more proc-
essors to perform the method of any one of
claims 1 to 11.

13. One or more tangible, non-transitory computer-read-
able media storing computer-readable instructions
that when executed by one or more processors
cause the one or more processors to perform the
method of any one of claims 1 to 11.

Patentansprüche

1. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren zur Aussonde-
rung unbefugter Vorrichtungen, umfassend:

Empfangen einer Anforderung einer anfordern-
den Vorrichtung für einen Zugriff auf eine Res-
source durch eine oder mehrere Rechenvorrich-
tungen;
Erzeugen einer Challenge für die anfordernde
Vorrichtung, wobei die Challenge eine erste Da-
tenmenge umfasst, und wobei es die Challenge
erfordert, dass ein Browser der anfordernden
Vorrichtung eine Browseraufgabe in Bezug auf
die erste Datenmenge ausführt, so dass eine
zweite Datenmenge erzeugt wird, wobei die
Browseraufgabe keine Eingabe durch einen
Menschen erfordert;

Bereitstellen der Challenge an die anfordernde
Vorrichtung durch die eine oder mehrere Re-
chenvorrichtungen;
Empfangen einer Antwort auf die Challenge von
der anfordernden Vorrichtung durch die eine
oder mehreren Rechenvorrichtungen, wobei die
Antwort die durch den Browser der anfordern-
den Vorrichtung durch die Ausführung der Brow-
seraufgabe in Bezug auf die erste Datenmenge
erzeugte zweite Datenmenge umfasst, wobei
die Antwort keine Eingabe durch einen Men-
schen umfasst;
Bestimmen durch die eine oder mehreren Re-
chenvorrichtungen, ob der Browser der anfor-
dernden Vorrichtung ein berechtigter Browser
ist, wenigstens teilweise auf der Basis der zwei-
ten Datenmenge; und
Bestimmen durch die eine oder mehreren Re-
chenvorrichtungen, ob die anfordernde Vorrich-
tung berechtigt ist, auf die Resource zuzugrei-
fen, wenigstens teilweise darauf basierend, ob
der Browser der anfordernden Vorrichtung ein
berechtigter Browser ist, wobei das Bestimmen
durch die eine oder mehreren Rechenvorrich-
tungen, ob der Browser der anfordernden Vor-
richtung ein berechtigter Browser ist, wenigs-
tens teilweise auf der Basis der zweiten Daten-
menge, folgendes umfasst:
Vergleichen der zweiten Datenmenge mit Ziel-
daten, die eine oder mehrere Antworten umfas-
sen, die einem oder mehreren Browsertypen zu-
geordnet sind; Identifizieren eines dem Browser
zugeordneten Browsertyps wenigstens teilwei-
se auf der Basis des Vergleichs der zweiten Da-
tenmenge mit den Zieldaten; und anhand des-
sen Bestimmen, ob es sich bei dem dem Brow-
ser zugeordneten Browsertyp um einen berech-
tigten Browsertyp handelt.

2. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach An-
spruch 1, wobei die Browseraufgabe die Ausführung
einer Gruppe von JavaScript-Anweisungen umfasst,
und wobei die zweite Datenmenge wenigstens eine
Indikation für ein Document Object Model des Brow-
sers der anfordernden Vorrichtung oder einen Hash
der Indikation für das Document Object Model des
Browsers der anfordernden Vorrichtung bereitstellt.

3. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach An-
spruch 1 oder 2, wobei die Browseraufgabe das Ren-
dern eines Scalable Vector Graphics-Bilds umfasst,
und wobei die zweite Datenmenge wenigstens einen
Teil des gerenderten Bilds oder ein Hash wenigstens
des Teils des gerenderten Bilds umfasst.

4. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach An-
spruch 3, wobei das Bestimmen durch die eine oder
mehreren Rechenvorrichtungen, ob der Browser der
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anfordernden Vorrichtung ein berechtigter Browser
ist, wenigstens teilweise auf der Basis der zweiten
Datenmenge, das Vergleichen des gerenderten
Bilds mit einem Zielbild umfasst.

5. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach einem
der vorstehenden Ansprüche, wobei die Browser-
aufgabe die Ausführung einer Hash-Funktion um-
fasst, und wobei die zweite Datenmenge einen
Hash-Wert umfasst.

6. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach einem
der vorstehenden Ansprüche, wobei die Challenge
eine unsichtbare Challenge ist.

7. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach einem
der vorstehenden Ansprüche, wobei die die Zielda-
ten Crowdsourcing-Daten umfassen.

8. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach einem
der vorstehenden Ansprüche, wobei die Challenge
eine Mehrzahl von Teilen umfasst, wobei jeder Teil
eine entsprechende auszuführende Browseraufga-
be umfasst.

9. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach An-
spruch 8, wobei wenigstens ein Teil der Mehrzahl
von Teilen von dem Ergebnis einer Browseraufgabe
eines anderen Teils der Mehrzahl von Teilen abhän-
gig ist.

10. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach einem
der vorstehenden Ansprüche, ferner umfassend das
Erzeugen einer zweiten Challenge für die anfordern-
de Vorrichtung, wobei es die zweite Challenge er-
fordert, dass ein Browser der anfordernden Vorrich-
tung eine zweite Browseraufgabe in Bezug auf eine
dritte Datenmenge ausführt, um die zweite Daten-
menge zu erzeugen.

11. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren nach An-
spruch 10, wobei die dritte Datenmenge eine inter-
mediäre Datenmenge ist, die durch die anfordernde
Vorrichtung durch Ausführung der Browseraufgabe
in Bezug auf die erste Datenmenge erzeugt wird.

12. Rechensystem zur Aussonderung unbefugter Vor-
richtungen, umfassend:

einen oder mehrere Prozessoren; und
eine oder mehrere Speichervorrichtungen, wo-
bei die eine oder mehreren Speichervorrichtun-
gen computerlesbare Anweisungen speichern,
die, wenn sie durch den einen oder mehrere Pro-
zessoren ausgeführt werden, bewirken, dass
der eine oder mehrere Prozessoren das Verfah-
ren nach einem der Ansprüche 1 bis 11 ausfüh-
ren.

13. Ein oder mehrere physische, nichtflüchtige, compu-
terlesbare Medien, die computerlesbare Anweisun-
gen speichern, die, wenn sie durch einen oder meh-
rere Prozessoren ausgeführt werden, bewirken,
dass der eine oder mehrere Prozessoren das Ver-
fahren nach einem der Ansprüche 1 bis 11 ausfüh-
ren.

Revendications

1. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur pour dépister
des dispositifs non autorisés, comprenant les étapes
consistant à :

recevoir, par au moins un dispositif informati-
que, une demande d’un dispositif demandeur
pour accéder à une ressource ;
générer, par l’au moins un dispositif informati-
que, un défi pour le dispositif demandeur, le défi
comprenant un premier ensemble de données,
et le défi exigeant qu’un navigateur du dispositif
demandeur exécute une tâche de navigateur
par rapport au premier ensemble de données
pour générer un deuxième ensemble de don-
nées, la tâche de navigateur ne nécessitant pas
d’intervention humaine ;
fournir, par le biais d’au moins un dispositif in-
formatique, le défi au dispositif demandeur ;
recevoir, par l’au moins un dispositif informati-
que, une réponse au défi lancé par le dispositif
demandeur, la réponse comprenant le deuxiè-
me ensemble de données généré par le navi-
gateur du dispositif demandeur grâce à l’exécu-
tion de la tâche de navigateur par rapport au
premier ensemble de données, la réponse ne
comprenant pas d’intervention humaine ;
déterminer, par l’au moins un dispositif informa-
tique, si le navigateur du dispositif demandeur
est un navigateur autorisé sur la base au moins
en partie du deuxième ensemble de données ;
et
déterminer, par l’au moins un dispositif informa-
tique, si le dispositif demandeur est autorisé à
accéder à la ressource en se basant au moins
en partie sur le fait que le navigateur du dispositif
demandeur est un navigateur autorisé, la déter-
mination, par l’au moins un dispositif informati-
que, du fait que le navigateur du dispositif de-
mandeur est un navigateur autorisé en se ba-
sant au moins en partie sur le deuxième ensem-
ble de données comprenant les étapes consis-
tant à :
comparer le deuxième ensemble de données
aux données cibles qui comprennent au moins
une réponse précédente associée à au moins
un type de navigateur, identifier un type de na-
vigateur associé au navigateur en se basant au
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moins en partie sur la comparaison du deuxième
ensemble de données aux données cibles, et
déterminer à partir de là si le type de navigateur
associé au navigateur est un type de navigateur
autorisé.

2. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur selon la re-
vendication 1, la tâche de navigateur comprenant
l’exécution d’un ensemble d’instructions JavaScript,
et le deuxième ensemble de données fournissant au
moins une indication d’un modèle d’objet de docu-
ment du navigateur du dispositif demandeur ou un
hachage de l’indication du modèle d’objet de docu-
ment du navigateur du dispositif demandeur.

3. Procédé mis en oeuvre par ordinateur selon la re-
vendication 1 ou 2, la tâche de navigateur compre-
nant le rendu d’une image vectorielle graphique à
échelle variable, et le deuxième ensemble de don-
nées comprenant au moins une partie de l’image
rendue ou un hachage d’au moins la partie de l’image
rendue.

4. Procédé mis en oeuvre par ordinateur selon la re-
vendication 3, la détermination, par l’au moins un
dispositif informatique, du fait que le navigateur du
dispositif demandeur est un navigateur autorisé sur
la base au moins en partie du deuxième ensemble
de données, comprenant la comparaison de l’image
rendue à une image cible.

5. Procédé mis en oeuvre par ordinateur selon l’une
quelconque des revendications précédentes, la tâ-
che de navigateur comprenant l’exécution d’une
fonction de hachage, et le deuxième ensemble de
données comprenant une valeur de hachage.

6. Procédé mis en oeuvre par ordinateur selon l’une
quelconque des revendications précédentes, le défi
étant un défi invisible.

7. Procédé mis en oeuvre par ordinateur selon l’une
quelconque des revendications précédentes, les
données cibles comprenant des données sources
de la foule.

8. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur selon l’une
quelconque des revendications précédentes, le défi
comprenant une pluralité de parties, chaque partie
comprenant une tâche de navigation respective à
exécuter.

9. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur selon la re-
vendication 8, au moins une partie de la pluralité de
parties dépendant du résultat d’une tâche de navi-
gateur d’une autre partie de la pluralité de parties.

10. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur selon l’une

quelconque des revendications précédentes, com-
prenant en outre l’étape consistant à générer un se-
cond défi pour le dispositif demandeur, le second
défi exigeant qu’un navigateur du dispositif deman-
deur exécute une seconde tâche de navigateur con-
cernant un troisième ensemble de données pour gé-
nérer le deuxième ensemble de données.

11. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur selon la re-
vendication 10, le troisième ensemble de données
étant un ensemble intermédiaire de données généré
par le dispositif demandeur grâce à l’exécution de la
tâche de navigateur par rapport au premier ensem-
ble de données.

12. Système informatique pour dépister des dispositifs
non autorisés, comprenant :

au moins un processeur ; et
au moins un dispositif mémoire, l’au moins un
dispositif mémoire stockant des instructions li-
sibles par ordinateur qui, lorsqu’elles sont exé-
cutées par l’au moins un processeur, amènent
l’au moins un processeur à exécuter le procédé
selon l’une quelconque des revendications 1 à
11.

13. Au moins un support lisible par ordinateur non tran-
sitoire tangible stockant des instructions lisibles par
ordinateur qui, lorsqu’elles sont exécutées par l’au
moins un processeur, amènent l’au moins un pro-
cesseur à exécuter le procédé selon l’une quelcon-
que des revendications 1 à 11.
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